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(1) the date of enactment of this Act; or

(2) December 19, 1999.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and the gentleman
from California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN).

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the Senate bill was in-
troduced by the late Senator from
Rhode Island, Senator John Chafee. It
restores the report under the Endan-
gered Species Act.

The Endangered Species Act requires
all Federal agencies to use their au-
thorities for the protection and con-
servation of those species listed as
threatened or endangered under the
Federal Endangered Species Act. In
1988, section 18 of the ESA was added to
require the Secretary of the Interior to
send to Congress a report on the
amount of taxpayer funds spent by
each Federal agency in carrying out
the mandates of the ESA.

Since 1990, the Committee on Re-
sources has been receiving these re-
ports which detail Federal spending on
endangered and threatened species. The
last report indicates that over $300 mil-
lion has been directly spent by over 20
Federal agencies to protect endangered
and threatened species. The reports tell
us the amount spent on each listed spe-
cies so we know where those Federal
resources are going and can determine
whether this spending is achieving the
desired results of recovery of listed
species.

Section 3003 of the Federal Reports
Elimination and Sunset Act of 1997 ter-
minated a long list of reports to Con-
gress contained in the report of the
Clerk of the House. The Clerk’s report
lists statutorily required reports to
Congress from various Executive
Branch agencies. Unfortunately, in the
zeal to eliminate unnecessary report-
ing by Federal agencies, this very im-
portant and useful report was inadvert-
ently eliminated as well.

S. 1744 simply retains the existing re-
quirement of the Secretary of the Inte-
rior to provide Congress with this im-
portant information currently required
by the Endangered Species Act. It does
not affect any other provision of the
ESA and does not address any sub-
stantive concerns regarding the ESA. I
urge Members to support S. 1744 and
send this important legislation to the
President for his signature.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time
as I may use.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of this legislation. As explained by the
gentleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN),
this was an inadvertent mistake when
this report was terminated by the Fed-
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eral Reports Elimination Sunset Act of
1995, and it is right for us to reinstate
it.

It is obvious to all Members of Con-
gress that the Endangered Species Act
has been one of our Nation’s keystone
environmental laws to protect bio-
diversity and recover threatened and
endangered species from the brink of
extinction. This better helps us target
our efforts to restoring endangered spe-
cies.

Section 18 of the Endangered Species Act
requires the Secretary of the Interior to report
annually to the Congress on “reasonably iden-
tified” expenditures for the conservation and
recovery of threatened and endangered spe-
cies under the ESA. This report includes an
accounting of expenditures from all Federal
agencies and from all States that receive sec-
tion 6 grant funding for conservation activities.
Over the years this report has been a valuable
tool to discern priorities and trends in how and
where ESA funds are spent.

Unfortunately, the section 18 report was in-
cluded in the list of unnecessary report re-
quirements when Congress passed the Fed-
eral Reports Elimination and Sunset Act of
1995. Consequently, this report requirement
was scheduled to sunset on December 21,
1999, provided that Congress does not act to
reauthorize it.

This bill would correct the initial oversight
and simply reauthorize this valuable report re-
quirement. It is my understanding that the Ad-
ministration did not include this report in the
initial list that was forwarded to the Clerk of
the House in 1994, and it is my further under-
standing that the Administration does not op-
pose its reinstatement at this time.

The Endangered Species Act has been our
Nation’s keystone environmental law to protect
biodiversity and to recover threatened and en-
dangered species from the brink of extinction.
This bill would restore a helpful report and do
no harm to the Act itself. | support S. 1744
and urge all members to do likewise.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the Senate bill, S. 1744.

The question was taken.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

————

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 2932 and S. 1744.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Utah?

May 2, 2000

There was no objection.

HMONG VETERANS’
NATURALIZATION ACT OF 2000

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 371) to expedite the naturaliza-
tion of aliens who served with special
guerilla units in Laos, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 371

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Hmong Vet-
erans’ Naturalization Act of 2000”.

SEC. 2. EXEMPTION FROM ENGLISH LANGUAGE
REQUIREMENT FOR CERTAIN
ALIENS WHO SERVED WITH SPECIAL
GUERRILLA UNITS OR IRREGULAR
FORCES IN LAOS.

The requirement of paragraph (1) of section
312(a) of the Immigration and Nationality
Act (8 U.S.C. 1423(a)(1)) shall not apply to the
naturalization of any person—

(1) who—

(A) was admitted into the United States as
a refugee from Laos pursuant to section 207
of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8
U.S.C. 1157); and

(B) served with a special guerrilla unit, or
irregular forces, operating from a base in
Laos in support of the United States mili-
tary at any time during the period beginning
February 28, 1961, and ending September 18,
1978; or

(2) who—

(A) satisfies the requirement of paragraph
(D(A); and

(B) was the spouse of a person described in
paragraph (1) on the day on which such de-
scribed person applied for admission into the
United States as a refugee.

SEC. 3. SPECIAL CONSIDERATION CONCERNING
CIVICS REQUIREMENT FOR CERTAIN
ALIENS WHO SERVED WITH SPECIAL
GUERRILLA UNITS OR IRREGULAR
FORCES IN LAOS.

The Attorney General shall provide for
special consideration, as determined by the
Attorney General, concerning the require-
ment of paragraph (2) of section 312(a) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1423(a)(2)) with respect to the naturalization
of any person described in paragraph (1) or
(2) of section 2 of this Act.

SEC. 4. DOCUMENTATION OF QUALIFYING SERV-
ICE.

A person seeking an exemption under sec-
tion 2 or special consideration under section
3 shall submit to the Attorney General docu-
mentation of their, or their spouse’s, service
with a special guerrilla unit, or irregular
forces, described in section 2(1)(B), in the
form of—

(1) original documents;

(2) an affidavit of the serving person’s su-
perior officer;

(3) two affidavits from other individuals
who also were serving with such a special
guerrilla unit, or irregular forces, and who
personally knew of the person’s service; or

(4) other appropriate proof.

SEC. 5. DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY FOR EX-
EMPTION AND SPECIAL CONSIDER-
ATION.

In determining a person’s eligibility for an
exemption under section 2 or special consid-
eration under section 3, the Attorney Gen-
eral—



		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-07-05T12:05:17-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




